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L REAL PARTY IN INTEREST (37 C-RR. § 4L37(c)(l)(i)) 

The Real Party in Interest in the present Appeal is SBC Knowledge Ventures, 
L.P., the assignee, of patent application no. 10/654,859, as evidenced by the assignment 
set forth at Reel 014288, Frame 0177. 

H. RELATED APPEALS AND INTERFERENCES (37 CF.It § 41 J7(c)(l)(u)) 
With respect to other appeals or interferences that will directly affect, or be 
directly affected by, or have a bearing on the Board's decision in this appeal, Appellant is 
not aware of any such appeals or interferences. 

m STATUS OF CLAIMS (37 C.FJL § 41.37(c)(l)(in)) 

A. Total Number of Claims in Application 

There are 38 claims pending in the application (claims 1-38). 

B. Status of All the Claims 

Claims 1,17, 33, and 34 are independent claims. According to paragraphs 4 and 
5 of the Final Office Action dated August 1 1, 2006, the Examiner states that 
Claims 1-38 stand rejected The rejections of claims 1-38 are hereby appealed. 

C. Claims on Appeal 

• There are 38 claims on appeal (claims 1-38). 



US.App.No.: 10/654,859 



I of 18 
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IV. STATUS OF AMENDMENTS (37 CF-fL § 4137(c)(l)(iv)) 

The claims hereby appealed are based on the Amendment filed on December 20, 
2005. No amendment was offered or entered after the Final Office Action. 

V. SUMMARY OF THE CLAIMED SUBJECT MATTER (37 C -F JL § 4137(c)(l)(v)) 

The subject matter of Claim 1 can be summarized as follows: 

A method of providing a bill to a tdecommxznications subscriber includes 
distributing a bill including shared account information to the telecommunications 
subscriber, where the shared account information identifies shared telecommunication 
units used in connection with a first subscriber service and a second subscriber service, 
and where the first subscriber service is distinct from the second subscriber service. 

Claim 1 finds support from at least Figures 2, 4, 5, 10, 12, and 13 and page 2, 
paragraph [0014] through page 11, paragraph [0042], and page 20, paragraph [0085] 
through page 27, paragraph [001 13] of the specification. 

The subject matter of Claim 17 can be summarized as follows: 

A telecommunications subscriber service package is disclosed that includes an 
allocation of shared account units. At least a portion of the allocation of shared account 
units are available for use of a first subscriber service and are available for use of a 
second subscriber service, where the first subscriber service is distinct from, the second 
subscriber service. 

Claim 17 finds support from at least Figures 2, 4, 5, 10, 12, and 13 and page 2, 
paragraph [0014] through page 1 1, paragraph [0042], and page 20, paragraph [0085] 
through page 27, paragraph [001 13] of the specification. 



US. App. No.: 10/6S4.85P 



2 of 18 
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The subject matter of Claim 33 can be summarized as follows: 

A method of providing a bill to a teleconraxuaications subscriber is disclosed that 
includes receiving a first subscriber service invoice including shared account information, 
where the shared account information identifies shared telecommunication minutes used 
in connection with a first subscriber service and a second subscriber service. The first 
subscriber service is a wireless phone service, and the second .subscriber service is a 
landline long distance service. The method further includes distributing a bill including 
the shared account information to the telecommunications subscriber. 

Claim 33 finds support from at least Figures 2, 4, 5, 10, 12, and 13 and page 2, 
paragraph [0014] through page 1 1, paragraph [0042], and page 20, paragraph [0085] 
through page 27, paragraph [00113] of the specification. 

The subject matter of Claim 34 can be summarized as follows: 

A telecommunications subscriber service package is disclosed that includes an 
allocation of unshared account units for use of a first subscriber service and an allocation 
of shared account units for use of a second subscriber service that is also available for use 
of the first subscriber service. 

Claim 34 finds support from at least Figures 2, 4, 5, 10, 12, and 13 and page 2, 
paragraph [0014] through page 1 1, paragraph [0042], and page 20, paragraph [0085] 
through page 27, paragraph [001 13] of the specification. 



U.S. App. No.: 10/654,859 



3 of 18 
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VL GROUNDS OF REJECTION TO BE REVIEWED ON APPEAL (37 C.F.R. § 
41-37(c)(lXvi)) 

A. Claims 1-1 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) over U.S. Patent No. 
. 5,771,282 ("Friedes") in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,965,764 ("Plush"), at page 2, 

paragraph 4 of the Final Office Action, 

B. Claims 17-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) over Friedes in view of 
Plush, at page 2, paragraph 4 of the Final Office Action. 

C. Claim 33 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) over Friedes in view of Plush, 
at page 2, paragraph 4 of the Final Office Action. 

D. Claims 34-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) over Friedes in view of 
Plush, at page 2, paragraph 4 of the Final Office Action. 

E. Claims 8 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) over Friedes in view of 
Plush and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,844,972 ("Jagadish"), at page 6, paragraph 
5 of the Final Office Action. 

VH. ARGUMENT (37 C.F.R. § 4137(c)(l)(vn)) 

Appellant respectfully appeals each of the rejections applied against all claims 
now pending on appeal. The claims do not stand or fall together. 

A. CLAIMS 1-16 ARE ALLOWABLE OVER FRIEDES IN VIEW OF PLUSH 

Appellant respectfully traverses the rejection of claims 1-16 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) over 
U.S. Patent No. 5,771,282 ("Friedes 57 ) in view of U.S. Pateat No. 6,965,764 ("Plush"), at page 2, 
paragraph 4 of the Final Office Action. 

Friedes discloses "a technique for rendering an aggregate bill for calls made from 
separate telephone stations associated with a single same subscriber." See Friedes^ coL 4, lines 
13-15. Friedes discloses that the charges associated with different services may be aggregated in 
a single telecommunications bill. See Friedes, col. 4, lines 58-67. The Final Office Action 

4 of 18 . U.S.App.No.: 10/654,859 
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asserts that Friedes does not disclose or suggest shared account information identifying 
shared telecommunication units used in connection with a first subscriber service and a second 
subscriber service, as recited by independent claim 1 . See Final Office Action, p. 3, paragraph 4. 

The Final Office Action states: 

Friedes does not disclose a shared account that shares usage with different 
' subscribers but Plush discloses a method of generating billing data for subscribers 
in a telecommunications system wherein a plurality of subscribers for which a 
single shared usage plan is held (see claim 1 of Plush), an apparatus whereby a 
usage allocation may be allocated not only to a single subscriber but by groups of 
subscribers of various sizes (col. 2 3 lines 25-30), 

Final Office Action, p. 3, paragraph 4. 

The Final Office Action confuses the term "subscriber service" with the term 
"subscriber-" Tbis misunderstanding of the claim terms apparently extends to the misapplication 
of the teachings of Plush- The Final Office Action mistakes the ss handsets" and "subscribers" of 
Plush for "subscriber services." Plush makes clear that the handsets or subscribers of a group are 
associated with a single subscription and a single calling plan. The bundle of minutes in Plush is 
shared only within a single subscriber service (e.g., within a group calling plan subscription). 
Plush fails to disclose or suggest that the shared bundle of minutes of one subscription type (e.g. 
subscription type 1 in Table 1 of Plush) is used in connection with another subscription type (e.g. 
subscription type 2). See Plush, col. 4, lines 15-25. 

Plush does not disclose or suggest shared account information identifying shared 
telecommunication units used in connection with a first subscriber service and a second 
subscriber service, as recited by independent claim 1. See Final Office Action, p. 3, paragraph 
4. Plush discloses multiple subscription types, where each subscription type has a bundle of pre- 
paid minutes. See Plush, coL 4, lines 15-25. Plush discloses that multiple subscribers may be 
allocated to a single subscription (e.g., a group), such that the handsets of the multiple 
subscribers each share a bundle of pre-paid minutes. See Plush, col. 4, lines 30-34. However, 
Plush discloses that the group of subscribers includes any number of subscribers, "depending on 
the subscription type held by the group. 5 ' See Plush, col. 8, lines 15-20 (emphasis added). In 
Plush, a group subscription has only one subscription type (i.e. only one subscriber service, such 

5 of 18 U-S.App.No-: 10/654,$S$> 
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as a group cellular service). Accordingly, the allocation of minutes shared by the handsets of 
Plush represents an allocation for use by a single subscriber service. 

Plush discloses that an account holder may have multiple subscriptions, including group 
subscriptions and/or individual subscriptions in a single account See Plush, col. 4, line 55-58. 
However, in Plush, each subscription has its own allocation of pre-paid minutes. See Plush, coL 
4, lines 32-34. In Plush, the teleco mmuni cation units are distributed within a single subscriber 
service (e.g., a single subscriber group account). See, Plush, col. 4, lines 10-57, and Table 1 5 
subscription type 5. While each subscriber service in Plush may include its own allocation of 
minutes, Plush does not disclose or suggest shared telecommunication units used in connection 
with a first subscriber service and a second subscriber service, as recited by claim 1, 

Thus, for the foregoing reasons, the Final Office Action fails to establish that the asserted 
combination of references discloses each and every element of independent claim 1 . For 
example, the asserted combination of Friedes and Plush does not disclose or suggest shared 
telecommunication units used in connection with a first subscriber service and a second 
subscriber service, as recited by claim 1. Therefore, the asserted combination of Friedes and 
Plush fails to disclose or suggest at least one element of each of the dependent claims 2-16, at 
least by virtue of their dependency from independent claim 1 . 

Additionally, none of the cited references, alone or in combination, disclose or suggest 
shared telecommunication units used in connection with two subscriber services, or determining 
whether a sum of the first subscriber service usage and the second subscriber service usage 
exceeds the shared telecommunication units, as recited by dependent claim 7. 

With regard to claim 1 1, none of the cited references, alone or in combination, disclose or 
suggest shared telecommunication units used in connection with two subscriber services, and a 
second set of telecommunication units that is applied to usage of the second subscriber service 
when the combined usage of the first subscriber service and the second subscriber service 
exceeds the shared telecommunication units, as recited by claim 11. 



6 0fl8 U-S.App.No.; \0/654>&59 
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With regard to claim 16, none of the cited references, alone or in combination, disclose or 
suggest shared telecommunication units used in connection with two subscriber services where 
tke first subscriber service is associated with a first operating entity and the second subscriber 
service is associated with a second operating entity. 

For at least the foregoing reasons, the rejection of claims 1-16 over the asserted 
combination of Friedes and Plush should be withdrawn. 

B- CLAIMS 17-32 ARE ALLOWABLE OVER FRIEDES IN VIEW OF 
PLUSH 

Appellant respectfully traverses the rejection of claims 1 7-32 under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) 
over Friedes in view of Plush, at page 2, paragraph 4 of the Final Office Action. Independent 
claim 17 recites a telecommunications subscriber service package that includes an allocation of 
shared account units, where at least a portion of the allocation of shared account units are 
available for use of a first subscriber service and are available for use of a second subscriber 
service. 

As discussed above with respect to independent claim 1, the Final Office Action 
acknowledges that Friedes does not disclose or suggest an allocation of shared account units. 
See Final Office Action, p. 3, paragraph 4. Plush discloses. multiple service types, but each 
subscription service type has its own pre-paid allotment of minutes. See Plush, col. 4, lines 10- ' 
40. In Plush, the pre-paid allotment of minutes may be used only within its associated 
subscription service type . Thus, Plush fails to teach or suggest shared account units that are 
available for use of a first subscriber service and a second subscriber service. 

At least for the foregoing reasons, the asserted combination of Friedes and Plush does not 
disclose or suggest a telecommunications subscriber service package that includes an allocation 
of shared account units, where at least a portion of the allocation of shared account units are 
available for use of a first subscriber service and are available for use of a second subscriber 
service where the first subscriber service is distinct from the second subscriber service, as recited 
by independent claim 17. Therefore, the asserted combination of Friedes and Plush fails to 
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disclose or suggest at least one element of each of the dependent claims 18-32, at least by virtue 
of their dependency from allowable independent claim 1 7. 

Additionally, with respect to claim 1 9, none of the cited references, alone or in 
combination, disclose an allocation of shared account units used in connection with two 
subscriber services, where the first subscriber service is a land-line service and the second 
subscriber service is a wireless communication service, as recited by claim 19. 

Further, none of the cited references, alone or in combination, disclose or suggest a first 
subscriber service rate associated with usage of the first subscriber service, as recited by claim 
22. Moreover, none of the cited references, alone or in combination, disclose or suggest a 
second subscriber service rate associated with usage of the second subscriber service, as recited 
by claim 23. 

Additionally, none of the cited references, alone or in combination, disclose or suggest a 
second allocation of subscriber account units, that is available for use in connection with a first 
subscriber service and a second subscriber service when the combined usage of the first 
subscriber service and the second subscriber service exceeds the allocation of the shared account 
units, as recited by claim 25. Further, none of the cited references, alone or in combination, 
disclose or suggest a second allocation of subscriber account units that is available during 
specific time periods, as recited by claim 26. 

For at least the foregoing reasons, the cited references (Friedes and Plush) fail to disclose 
or suggest each and every element of claims 17-32. Accordingly, the rejection of claims 17-32 
should be withdrawn 

C. CLAIM 33 IS ALLOWABLE OVER FRIEDES IN VIEW OF PLUSH 

Appellant respectfully traverses the rejection of claim 33 under 35 U,S.C 1 03(a) over 
Friedes in view of Plush, at page 2, paragraph 4 of the Final Office Action, Independent claim 
33 recites a method of providing a bill to a telecommunications subscriber including receiving a 
first subscriber service invoice including shared account information, where the shared account 



U.S.App.No.: 10/654*859 



8ofl8 



PAGE 14/24 * RCVD AT 1 1/27/2006 10:36:01 AM [Eastern Standard Time] * SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-6/33 * DN1S:2738300 * CSiD:5123275575 ' DURATION (mrrws):06-20 



MOV. 27/2006 '9:31AM TOLER SCHAFFER 



NO. 724 P. 15 
Attorney Docket No.: 1033-IT1004 



information identifies the shared telecommunication minutes used in connection with a first 
subscriber service and a second subscriber service. 

As discussed above with respect to independent claim 1, the Final Office Action 
acknowledges that Friedes does not disclose ox suggest an allocation of shared account units. 
See Final Office Action, p. 3, paragraph 4. Plush discloses multiple service types, where each 
subscription service type has its own pre-paid allotment of minutes. See Plush, col. 4 3 lines 10- 
40. In Plush, the pre-paid allotment of minutes may be used <™ly within a single subscription 
service type . Thus, Plush fails to disclose or suggest shared account units that are available for 
use in connection with a first subscriber service and a second subscriber service. 

For at least the foregoing reasons, the asserted combination of Friedes and Plush does not 
disclose or suggest a method of providing a bill to a telecommunications subscriber including 
receiving a first subscriber service invoice including shared account information, where the 
shared account information identifies the shared telecommunication minutes used in connection 
with a first subscriber service and a second subscriber service, as recited by independent claim 
33. 

Additionally, claim 33 recites that the first subscriber service is.a wireless phone service 
and the second subscriber service is a landline long distance service. The asserted combination 
of Friedes and Plush does not disclose or suggest shared telecommunication minutes used in 
connection with a wireless phone service and a landline long distance service,. as recited by claim 
33. 

For at least the foregoing reasons, the rejection of claim 33 over Friedes and Plush should 
be withdrawn. 

D„ CLAIMS 34-38 ARE ALLOWABLE OVER FRIEDES IN VIEW OF 
PLUSH 

Appellant respectfully traverses the rejection of claims 34-38 under 35 U,S.C 103(a) 
over Friedes in view of Plush, at page 2, paragraph 4 of the Final Office Action. Independent 
claim 34 recites a telecommunications subscriber service package including an allocation of 
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shared account units for use of a second subscriber service and available for use of the first 
subscriber service. 

As discussed above with respect to independent claim 1, the Final Office Action 
acknowledges that Friedes does not disclose or suggest an allocation of shared account units. 
See Final Office Action, p. 3, paragraph 4. Plush discloses multiple service types, where each 
service type has its own pre-paid allotment of minutes > See Plush, coL 4, lines 10-40. In Plush, 
the pre-paid allotment of minutes may be used only within its associated subscription service 
type . Thus, Plush fails to teach or suggest an allocation of shared account units for use of a first 
subscriber service and available for use of a second subscriber service, as recited by independent 
claim 34. 

At least for the above reasons, the asserted combination of Friedes and Plush does not 
disclose or suggest a telecommunications subscriber service package including an allocation of 
shared account units for use of a second subscriber service and available for use of the first 
subscriber service, as recited by independent claim 34. Thus, the asserted combination of 
Friedes and Plush fails to disclose or suggest at least one element of each of the dependent 
claims 35-38, at least by virtue of their dependency from independent claim 34. 

With respect to claim 35, none of the cited references, alone or in combination, disclose 
or suggest an allocation of shared account units for use of two subscriber services, where the first 
subscriber service is a wireless communication service and the second subscriber service is a 
land-line service, as recited by claim 35. 

Additionally, none of the cited references, alone or in combination, disclose or suggest an 
allocation of unshared account units that aire utilized by a first subscriber service prior to 
utilization of the allocation of shared account units by the first subscriber service, as recited by 
claim 36. 

Further, none of the cited references, alone or in combination, disclose or suggest an 
allocation of unshared account units that are utilized by a first subscriber service after exhaustion 
of the allocation of shared account units, as recited by claim 37. 
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Moreover, none of the cited references, alone or in combination, disclose or suggest a 
telecommunication subscriber service package where a relative usage of an allocation of shared 
account units by one of the first subscriber service and the second subscriber service is limited 
according to a predefined usage ratio relative to usage by the other, as recited by claim 38. 

For at least the foregoing reasons, the rejection of claims 34-38 should be withdrawn. 

E- CLAIMS 8 AND 9 ARE ALLOWABLE OVER FRIEDES, PLUSH AND 
JAGADISH 

Appellant respectfully traverses the rejection of claims 8 and 9 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
over Friedes in view of Plush and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,844,972 ("Jagadish"), at 
page 6, paragraph 5 of the Final Office Action. 

There is no motivation to combine Friedes and Plush with Jagadish. The Final Office 
Action states that such a combination would have been obvious "because it would provide a 
system in which calls made by a customer using a calling card or a prepaid telephone card are 
billed in accordance with the customer's subscribed calling plans." See the Final Office Action, 
p. 6, paragraph 5. However, the suggested motivation is not supported by the references. 
Neither Friedes nor Plush suggest that such a system is desirable. Jagadish provides no 
motivation for combining its teachings with the aggregate billing system of Friedes, 
Accordingly, there is no motivation to combine the calling card billing system of Jagadish with 
the aggregating billing.service of Friedes, and the group account system of Plush. The only 
motivation to make the combination is provided by the present application. Therefore, the 
asserted combination constitutes an impermissible hindsight reconstruction, and the rejection of 
claims 8 and 9 over Friedes, Plush and Jagadish should be withdrawn. 

Moreover, even if the asserted combination of Friedes, Plush and Jagadish were made, 
the asserted combination does not disclose each and every element of claims 8 and 9. The 
asserted combination of Friedes and Plush fails to disclose or suggest shared telecommunication 
units used in connection with a first subscriber services agd a second subscriber service, as 
recited by independent claim l t from which claims 8 and 9 depend Claim 8 recites that the 
shared telecommunication units are used in connection with a third subscriber service. Claim 9 
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recites that the third subscriber service is a calling card service. Jagadish discloses that calls 
made by a customer, using a calling card or prepaid card, are billed according to the customer's 
calling plan. See Jagadish, col. 1, lines 21-36. However, Jagadish does not disclose or suggest 
that the calling plan includes shared telecommunication units, as recited by independent claim 1 . 
Accordingly, Jagadish fails to overcome the deficiency of Friedes and Plush. Thus, Friedes, 
Plush, and Jagadish fail to disclose or suggest each and every element of claims 8 and 9, at least 
by virtue of their dependency from allowable claim 1 , 

Additionally, the asserted combination of Friedes, Plush and Jagadish does not disclose 
shared telecommunication units used in connection with a first subscriber service, a second 
subscriber service, and a third subscriber service, as recited by claim 8. At least for the 
foregoing reasons, the asserted combination of Friedes, Plush and Jagadish fails to disclose or 
suggest at least one element of claims 8 and 9, Therefore, the rejection of claims 8 and 9 over 
Friedes, Plush, and Jagadish should be withdrawn. 

For at least the foregoing reasons, Appellant respectfully submits that the present 
application is in condition for allowance and reconsideration and withdrawal of all of the 
pending rejections is respectfully requested. 
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Vm. CLAIMS APPENDIX (37 C.F.R. § 41.37(c)(l)(viii)) 

The text of each claim involved in the appeal is as follows: 

1 . (Original) A method of providing a bill to a telecommunications subscriber, the method 
comprising: 

distributing a bill including shared account information to the telecommunications 

subscriber, the shared account information identifying shared telecommunication 
units used in connection with a first subscriber service and a second subscriber 
service, the first subscriber service being distinct fiom the second subscriber 
service. 

2. (Original) The method of claim I, wherein the shared telecommunication units are shared 
telecommunication minutes. 

3. (Original) The method of claim 1 ? wherein the first subscriber service is a land-line 
telecommunications service and the second subscriber service is a mobile telecommunications 
service. 

4. (Original) The method of claim 3, wherein the land-line telecommunications service 
comprises a long distance telephony service. 

5. (Original) The method of claim 3, wherein the land-line telecommunications service 
comprises a local telephony service. 

6. (Original) The method of claim 1 , wherein the bill further comprises charges for usage in 
excess of available shared telecommunication units identified by the shared account information. 

7. (Original) The method of claim 1, further comprising: 

receiving first subscriber service usage; 
receiving, second subscriber service usage; and 

dertmnining whether the sum of the first subscriber usage and the second subscriber 
usage exceeds the shared telecommunication units. 
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8. (Original) The method of claim 1 , wherein the shared telecommunication units are used in 
connection with a third subscriber service. 

9. (Original) The method of claim 1 , wherein the third subscriber service is a calling card 
service. 

10. (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein the shared account information further identifies 
a second set of telecommunication units. 

11. (Original) The method of claim 10 9 wherein the second set of telecommunication units is 
applied to usage of the second subscriber service when the combined usage of the first subscriber 
service and the second subscriber service exceeds the shared telecommunication units. 

12. (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein the bill further includes charges for local calling 

service. 

13. (Original) The method of claim 1 9 wherein the bill further includes taxes. 

14. (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein the bill further includes charges associated with 
internet service. 

15. (Original) The method of claim 14, wherein the internet service comprises broadband 
service. 

16. (Original) Hie method of claim 1, wherein the first subscriber service is associated with a 
first operating entity and the second subscriber service is associated with a second operating 
entity. 
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1 7. (Original) A telecommunications subscriber sendee package comprising: 

an allocation of shared account units, at least a portion of the allocation of shared account 
units available for use of a first subscriber service and available for use of a 
second subscriber service, the first subscriber service being distinct from the 
second subscriber service, 

1 8. (Original) The telecommunications subscriber package of claim 17, wherein the shared 
account units are shared minutes. 

1 9. (Original) The telecommunications subscriber package of claim 1 7, wherein tihe first 
subscriber service is a land-line service and the second subscriber service is a wireless 
communication service. 

20. (Original) The telecommunications subscriber package of claim 1 9, wherein the land-line 
service comprises a long-distance calling service. 

2 1 . (Original) The telecommunications subscriber package of claim 1 9, wherein the land-line 
service comprises a local calling service. 

22. (Original) The telecommunications subscriber package of claim 17, further comprising: 

a first subscriber service rate associated with usage of the first subscriber service. 

23. (Original) The telecommunications subscriber package of claim 17, further comprising: 

a second subscriber service rate associated with usage of the second subscriber service. 

24. (Original) The telecommunications subscriber package of claim 17, further comprising a 
second allocation of subscriber account units. 
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25. (Original) The telecommunicarions subscriber package of claim 24, wherein the second 
allocation of subscriber account units is available for use in connection with the first subscriber 
service and the second subscriber service when the combined usage of the first subscriber service 
and the second subscriber service exceeds the allocation of the shared account units. 

26. (Original) The telecommunications subscriber package of claim 24 3 wherein the second 
allocation of second subscriber account units is available during specific time periods, 

27. (Original) The telecommunications subscriber package of claim 24, wherein the allocation 
of shared account units is available for a period of time. 

28. (Original) The telecommunications subscriber package of claim 27, wherein the period of 
time is one month. 

29. (Original) The telecommunications subscriber package of claim 27, wherein the availability 
of the allocation of shared account units is conditional upon payment of a fee. 

30. (Original) The telecommunications subscriber package of claim 1 7, wherein an additional 
allocation of shared account units is provided. 

3 1 . (Original) The telecommunications subscriber package of claim 30, wherein the additional 
allocation of shared account units is provided upon payment of a fee. 

32. (Original) Hie telecommunications subscriber package of claim 17, wherein an additional 
allocation of shared account units is provided monthly and wherein the subscriber package has a 
monthly subscription fee. 
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33. (Original) A method of providing a bill to a telecommunications subscriber, the method 
comprising: 

receiving a first subscriber service invoice including shared account information, the 

shared account information identifying shared telecommunication minutes used in 
connection with a first subscriber service and a second subscriber service, the first 
subscriber service being a wireless phone service, the second subscriber service 
being a landiine long distance service; and 

distributing a bill including the shared account information to the telecommunications 
subscriber. 

34. (Previously Presented) A telecommunications subscriber service package comprising: 

an allocation of unshared account units for use of a first subscriber service; and 
an allocation of shared account units for use of a second subscriber service and available 
for use of the first subscriber service. 

35. (Previously Presented) The telecommunications subscriber service package of claim 34 
the first subscriber service comprises a wireless communication service and the second 

. subscriber service comprises a land-line service. 

36. (Previously Presented) The telecommunication subscriber service package of claim 34 
wherein the allocation of unshared account units is utilized by the first subscriber service prior to 
u tiliz ation of the allocation of shared account units by the first subscriber service. 

37. (Previously Presented) The telecommunication subscriber service package of claim 34 
wherein the allocation of unshared account units is utilized by the first subscriber service after 
exhaustion of the allocation of shared account units ► 

38. (Previously Presented) The telecommunication subscriber service package of claim 34 
wherein relative usage of the allocation of shared account units by one of the first subscriber 
service and the second subscriber service is limited according to a predefined usage ratio relative 
to usage by the other. 
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EVIDENCE APPENDIX (37 C.F.R. § 4l37(c)(l)(ix)) 

(N/A) 

RELATED PROCEEDINGS APPENDIX (37 C.F.R § 4137(c)(l)(x)) 

(N/A) 

CONCLUSION 

For at least the above reasons, all pending claims are allowable and a notice of 
allowance is courteously solicited. Please direct any questions or comments to the 
undersigned attorney at title address indicated. Appellant respectfully requests 
reconsideration and allowance of all claims and that this patent application be passed to 
issue. 



Respectfully submitted, 
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Date 



JeffieyO. Toler, Reg. No. 38,342 
Attorney for Appellants) 
TOLER SCHAFFER, LX.P. 
5000 Plaza On The Lake, Suite 265 
Austin, Texas 78746 
(512) 327-5515 (phone) 
(512) 327-5575. (fax) 
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